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domestic satellites may soon be in use, enablmg 24—h0ur network serv-

ice to affiliates; “public broadcasting” legislation is close to enact-

ment ; the all-channel law has opened the way to many new stations
~and an everwidening program choice. At no time in television’s brief
~ history has there been less reason to turn back the clock and encourage
the-creation of a system Whlch is: both destructlve and antlsoclal inits
implications. «
We urge thls committee to 1n1t,1a,te and recommend appropnate leg-
islation to prevent the establishment of pay television. '
- Thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing us the opportumty to ex-
press our views to this distinguished commlttee «
~ Mr.Macponarp. Thank you,sir. 5
 One question that has been going through my mind as I have hs—
~ tened to all the testimony which has been given is that it seems to me
‘the broadcasters are argulng on both sides.
- On the one hand you say that pay TV experlments have been a fail-

- ure and on the other hand you say What abad eﬁ'ect 1t is gomg to have S
- on so-called commercial TV. o
Now do you connect the two? If 1t is fallure, then how can it poss1—~
bly harm you? e

Mr. Ervick. Mr. Chalrman, I thmk what we are saymg is that to:'

- date these experiments have proved unsuccessful. But we may be -
wrong and the next experiment may be very successful, in which case

- pay TV would be a springboard and the consequences would ﬂow that -

- Ithink we have outlined here. A
- Mr. Macponarp. You have to make up your mmd whether they o
~ areadangeror nota danger.

 Mr. Eruick. We think they are The fact that they have not suc~ A
ceeded to date doesnot mean— L
Mr. MacponaLp. Then they Rive bt successtul? " e
~ Mr.Eruick. No,sir; I don’t believe they have but the fact they have .
" not been to date does not mean that they won’t be in the future.
 Mr. Macoonarp. You live on the public, not you, but the networks

e s ‘hve on the public by sponsors because sponsors won’t keep shows that

‘they don’t think influence buyers to purchase products is that r1ght2
Mr. Eruick. Yes, sir. g
. Mr. Macpoxarp. If they have been a nonsuccess, I am now talkmg
- labout pay TV, how do they bother you?
- Mr. Eruick. Mr. Chairman, I do not beheve I can a,nswer it 1n any
"~ way other than the way I'have.
_Mr. Macpoxarp. It has not been a very successful answer. - 2 ,
Mr. Brorzman. Will you yield to me for one questlon along the
- same line?
‘Mr. MACDONALD. Yes. ; : e
Mr. BrorzMan. It seems to me in the ﬁrst part of your statement,f
- Mr.: Erlick, you are talking about how bad it is and back here you
state how t;he low-income people across the country are gomg to be:
dlscrlmlnated against by not having it. G
‘Do you understand the inconsistency ¢ You say thls is bad per se

and back over here you say under the rules of the Commlssmn as they &

are proposed a lot of small communities can’t, get it.
Mr. Eruick. Yes, sir. I agreetherearetwo points.
- Mr. BROTZMAN I‘here isan 1ncons1stency .



